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Park, he taught us how to live life while facing 
adversity. And in the process he became an 
inspiration for us all. 

I became interested in public service during 
John F. Kennedy’s historic campaign for presi-
dent nearly 5o years ago. Since then, I have 
been an outspoken and loyal supporter of the 
Kennedy family. It has been the honor of a 
lifetime to call Ted Kennedy my friend. His ex-
traordinary life and legacy will never be forgot-
ten. As we pay tribute to him tonight, my 
thoughts are with Vicki, Kara, Edward Jr, PAT-
RICK, Curran, Caroline and the rest of the Ken-
nedy family. He will never be forgotten. 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, what a remarkable 
life Edward M. Kennedy lived. When I first met 
Senator Kennedy in 1963, I mistakenly be-
lieved he was in office because of his family 
connections. As I watched and interacted with 
him over the subsequent decades of his great 
legislative career—matched by few if any—he 
demonstrated a strong work ethic. No one 
worked harder. He had a deep commitment to 
freedom, fairness, and justice, and his per-
sistent defense of the ‘little guy’ was abso-
lutely genuine. The result is a body of legisla-
tion that has brought equality, justice, and op-
portunity to millions. This towering figure was 
an inspiration to so many of his colleagues, 
and he showed each of us—from the most 
senior to the most junior—the highest level of 
consideration. 

My thoughts go out to his family, including 
his wife Vicki and his son PATRICK, who is a 
close friend of mine. Edward M. Kennedy will 
live on in the accomplishments he leaves. May 
all of those close to him know we are grateful 
for his service to the nation. 

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker, today 
we gather to recognize the legacy of a man 
who will surely be remembered among the 
great legislators in our nation’s history—‘‘the 
Lion of the Senate’’—Senator Ted Kennedy. 

Senator Kennedy was a champion for peace 
and justice throughout his entire career, and 
our nation is undoubtedly a better place 
thanks to his leadership over the years—in 
particular on the issues of education, health 
care, and civil rights. 

I vividly remember the first time I met Ted 
Kennedy. 

I was interning in Washington, DC in the 
summer of 1974, at a time when there were 
very few African American interns on Capitol 
Hill. My friend, the late Ron Brown, was work-
ing for Senator Kennedy at that time, so I 
called him and requested a meeting with my 
fellow African American interns. 

Senator Kennedy immediately granted our 
request—we met with him a few hours later 
and knew immediately that we were truly in 
the presence of greatness. 

More recently, I attended several election 
events with Senator Kennedy during the pri-
mary election. 

I had the pleasure of attending the Amer-
ican University rally for Senator Obama where 
Senator Kennedy first announced his support 
and delivered one of the best speeches of the 
entire campaign. 

A few weeks later, I attended an amazing 
rally at the Beebe Memorial Cathedral in Oak-
land where I was honored to introduce Sen-
ator Kennedy before he delivered another 
amazing speech. 

The line to get in the door seemed to 
stretch for miles as supporters waited with an-
ticipation to see this great statesman and war-
rior for peace and justice. 

Over the course of his career in public of-
fice, Senator Kennedy underscored the mean-
ing of the phrase ‘‘to whom much is given 
much is required.’’ 

His legislative legacy is unrivaled, and af-
fects the lives of tens of millions of Americans 
every single day—especially the less fortunate 
among us. 

But despite his countless achievements, 
there is one unfinished piece of business that 
was dear to his heart that we must continue 
to fight for: achieving universal health care in 
America, and doing so in a way that truly re-
forms our broken health care system. 

In a letter written to President Obama short-
ly after learning of the terminal nature of his ill-
ness, Senator Kennedy described our nation’s 
current health care crisis as a ‘‘moral issue’’— 
which concerns ‘‘not just the details of policy, 
but the fundamental principles of social justice 
and the character of our country.’’ 

Senator Kennedy knew, as we know, that 
healthcare is a fundamental human right. 

Let us work to pass real health care reform, 
not just in remembrance of the cause that was 
this great man’s life work, but because we see 
this issue as he saw it—as a test of our soci-
ety’s integrity. 

Last week I had the honor, alongside my 
colleague, the Honorable KENDRICK MEEK, of 
presenting the late Senator Kennedy with the 
Mickey Leland Award at the Congressional 
Black Caucus Foundation’s Annual Legislative 
Conference Awards Dinner. 

The award, received by his son, the Honor-
able PATRICK KENNEDY, was bestowed upon 
him in recognition of his lifetime’s work in pro-
viding opportunities for society’s less fortunate. 

From civil rights, to education, and finally to 
health care, the late Senator Kennedy is des-
tined to be remembered as a true champion of 
equality and opportunity. 

Our charge now is to keep this noble legacy 
alive by renewing our efforts to ensure that 
health care reform—his great, unfinished 
cause—provides each and every American 
with the universal and affordable coverage 
that was his vision. 

I look forward to working with you in the 
weeks to come to do everything we can to 
make sure that happens. 

f 

THE RULE OF LAW 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. CARTER) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, to my 
hall mate, Mr. KENNEDY, that was a 
moving tribute and well deserved. I am 
glad we could yield the time. 

The subject of this hour that we have 
been talking about now for, I believe, 
about 14 or 15 weeks is we are talking 
about the rule of law and how the rule 
of law must prevail. It is the glue that 
holds our society together. And when 
we start to ignore rules or ignore oth-
ers’ laws, then we are ignoring what 
our Founding Fathers intended to rule 
us. 

When we established this Nation, the 
people who established it came from a 
monarchy. Yet they felt that a much 
greater society would be a society 

which would pledge itself to the rules, 
not to the authority. So they didn’t 
want a king. They didn’t want some 
powerful dictator. They wanted the 
rules to prevail in the Nation. And 
that’s one of the secret parts of the so-
ciety that was created that nobody can 
see, that over time has developed the 
most important and most powerful Na-
tion on the face of the Earth that has 
ever existed. 

We cannot ignore that rule of law 
today. We cannot let personalities or 
concepts or attitudes change the fact 
that there are rules that you follow, 
and you must follow those rules. And 
there are laws, both civil and criminal 
laws, that have to be upheld. We as a 
society have created those laws. They 
have governed us in some instances 
since the beginning of the Republic. 
And to waive or to ignore those laws, 
we do it at our peril. 

So tonight we’re going to talk about 
some legislation that addresses the 
issue of ignoring or not following cer-
tain laws or bending laws. 

We are going to start off with my 
good friend ROSCOE BARTLETT. I’m 
going to yield to him, and he’s going to 
talk to us about a bill that he has, H.R. 
2743, the Car Dealer Equity Act, in 
which he talks about the fact that he 
feels some laws, some contract laws, 
were either bent or ignored. 

I yield to my colleague. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I thank the gen-

tleman for yielding. 
Before talking about this very inter-

esting subject, I would like to spend 
just a few moments talking about why 
I think the rule of law is so important. 

We are one person out of 22 in the 
world, and we have a fourth of all of 
the good things in the world. And I ask 
myself how come we are so darned for-
tunate that this one person out of 22 
has a fourth of all the good things in 
the world? 

I look around for people who are 
working, bending their back, and 
sweating. And I will tell you I don’t see 
very many white faces, and I don’t see 
an awful lot of black faces. I see His-
panics. So it’s not hard work that’s ac-
countable for the fact that we’re so 
lucky. 

And then I look at education and 
technical education. We live in a tech-
nical world today. But most of our 
bright young people are going into ca-
reers of political science and law. This 
year the Chinese will graduate seven 
times as many engineers as we grad-
uate, and about half of our engineers 
are Chinese and Indian students. So it’s 
not our commitment to technical areas 
that makes us so fortunate. 

Just what is it that is so different 
about this country that we are so for-
tunate, this one person in 22 that has a 
fourth of all the good things in the 
world? 

Mr. Speaker, I think that it’s our 
commitment to the rule of law and par-
ticularly our commitment to those 
laws that protect our civil liberties. 

You see, there is no Constitution in 
the world, there is no bill of rights in 
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the world that comes even close to ours 
in having so many civil liberties that 
are so protected. And I think this es-
tablished an environment, a milieu in 
which creativity and entrepreneurship 
could flourish. And I think we put at 
risk who we are, and I think we put at 
risk this enormous privilege that we 
have, this one person out of 22 who has 
a fourth of all the good things in the 
world, if we in any way violate these 
very sacred rights which are given to 
us by God, which our Constitution, our 
government, is supposed to protect. 

So I am very concerned about the 
rule of law because I will tell you if in 
one place you can rationalize that it’s 
okay to violate the Constitution, what 
next? I think that our civil liberties 
could come tumbling down and I think 
with them our privileged status in the 
world today. 

Now, the thing you asked me to talk 
about, and that is this bill, H.R. 2743. 

Several months ago I was mystified 
by something that was happening in 
our country. We were shutting down 
auto dealerships. I thought at first, 
well, these are owned by the auto man-
ufacturers and they’re reducing their 
overhead, so this will benefit them. But 
then I learned not a single auto dealer-
ship in this country is owned by the 
manufacturers. Every auto dealership 
is an independent dealership hiring 
people, paying taxes, selling cars. And 
I looked at what they were doing. You 
know, in almost everything we do in 
life there are winners and losers, 
positives and negatives. And in this 
case I could see only losers. And I 
thought I must be missing something. 

So we held a press conference out in 
Frederick, I think one of the first ones 
in the country. We had some of our big-
gest dealers there. Dar Cars was there, 
and Tammy Darvis is up in the gallery, 
and I want to thank her for coming. 
Jack Fitzgerald was there, one of the 
biggest auto dealers in the area. And I 
asked them the question, What am I 
missing? I seem to see that everybody 
in this is a loser. Why in the heck 
would we do something where every-
body loses? 

Clearly, the dealers that were put out 
of business lost, and clearly all the peo-
ple that worked for them lost, and 
clearly all those secondary jobs that 
were created by those people were lost. 
And I couldn’t understand how the 
auto dealers could benefit when there 
were fewer people selling their cars. It 
just made sense to me that the more 
people who are out there competing to 
sell your cars, the more cars you’re 
going to sell and the better off you are. 

And I asked these dealers, What am I 
missing? I’ve got to be missing some-
thing because Americans don’t do real-
ly stupid things. And this appeared to 
me to be a really stupid thing where 
everybody lost. I couldn’t see anybody 
who was winning in this. 

So I came back to the Congress and I 
asked my colleagues, Who is the win-
ner here? And from both sides of the 
aisle, and now this bill I think has 275 

cosponsors, but from both sides of the 
aisle they said, We don’t see any win-
ners either. We really need to do some-
thing about this. We think that some 
fundamental laws were violated in this. 

b 2115 
We think that this needs to be fixed. 

There is a Web site you can go to. It is 
YouTube, www.YouTube.com/rejected 
dealers. And you’re going to find more 
than 11,000 dealers that have logged on 
to that to tell you their story. Some 
very, very sad stories are told by these 
dealers. Enormous losses. 

So I am very privileged to come here 
this evening to talk about this because 
I think that in the violation of some of 
these very simple, obvious, common-
sense laws, that a great many people in 
our country have been hurt. 

And I want to thank you for commit-
ting this hour to talk about the rule of 
law, because I think the rule of law is 
so important. And I hope that Ameri-
cans will collectively call their Rep-
resentatives, ‘‘I know you probably 
signed on to that bill, but now make it 
happen. Bring it to the floor. Vote on 
it.’’ You know, petition the Senate so 
they vote on it. 

So let’s get this fixed. It’s really bad. 
It’s really wrong. 

Thank you for letting me have a few 
moments to talk about it. 

Mr. CARTER. Reclaiming my time, I 
thank you, ROSCOE. You have hit on 
something that when that all happened 
to me, I just wondered what happened 
to the law of contract. Where did it go? 
When did our executive branch think it 
had the authority to just negate con-
tracts in order for people to, through 
some threats that were made to settle 
a bankruptcy, to lose dealerships 
that—I talked to people in my district. 
It was not only did you lose your deal-
ership, but your work product got 
handed to the people you’d been com-
peting with. Just kind of free gratis. 
You get the win, and I get nothing. And 
of course, hopefully this will be re-
solved in the courts or something. I 
don’t know what’s going to happen. 

But ROSCOE is on the right road. We 
can do something about it here because 
if you can’t contract, you don’t have 
freedom, and especially freedom of 
commerce. If you can’t make an honest 
contract with somebody and depend 
upon that and have it be enforceable in 
the courts of our country—because the 
rule of contract is sacred. If you don’t 
have that, which we’d had for the his-
tory of our Nation, then the rules of 
commerce come tumbling down. 

And we keep hearing people say, Do 
we want to be a Banana Republic? And 
nothing against our poor Banana Re-
public neighbors, but that’s what hap-
pens when you don’t have the rule of 
law. You can’t make a deal that can be 
enforced and people become—go more 
and more to the dark side in their trad-
ing habits. And this is one of the issues 
that when we’ve got the world econ-
omy we’ve got to deal with. 

We’ve got multiple subject matters, 
and we are going to start with one 

that’s all over the front page. ROSCOE 
is going to fix the auto dealers, and I 
am on that bill and proud to be there. 

We’ve got a bill by Leader BOEHNER 
and DARRELL ISSA, Defunding ACORN 
Act, and my friend, LYNN WESTMORE-
LAND from Georgia, is here to join me, 
and my friend Mr. KING from Iowa is 
here to join me. And we’ve got a bunch 
of things to talk about here today. 

Let’s talk about ACORN. 
I think those videos that the Amer-

ican public have now seen were a 
shocking wake-up when they had al-
ready heard about all of the ACORN 
violations. We’d already heard about 
this, and it didn’t seem to be bothering 
anybody that there were all kinds of 
election law frauds, convictions, and so 
forth across the country. But then we 
saw advice being given to two people 
pretending to be into criminal activity, 
and you saw people that seemed to be 
encouraging child prostitution calling 
it a business, how to do your taxes, just 
like they weren’t talking about crimi-
nal activity. And I think that shocked 
America into realizing that all of this 
was real, and that cheating on elec-
tions and cheating on voter registra-
tion and so forth was just as criminal 
and just led to further, more criminal 
activities. And now, all of a sudden, the 
folks at ACORN are all over the front 
page. 

So I will yield to my friend, Mr. 
WESTMORELAND from Georgia, to let 
him make a few comments on this. And 
you’ve got a sign there. What have you 
got, LYNN? 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Thank you 
for yielding. 

I did want to bring the substance. We 
were talking about the rule of law. 

Speaker PELOSI, after the 2006 elec-
tion, made a comment. She said, This 
leadership team will create the most 
honest, most open, and most ethical 
Congress in history. 

To my friend from Texas, we know 
we’ve been here many times talking 
about the Rangel rule where Chairman 
RANGEL was found to not have paid his 
taxes and then had his accountant fig-
ure out what he felt like he did owe 
and sent it in without penalties and in-
terest and other things. 

Then we had Secretary Geithner who 
did not pay his self-employment taxes 
and some other taxes on more than one 
occasion. And this is something that 
the American people are wanting to 
know where this most honest, most 
ethical Congress, most open Congress 
is at. 

I just wanted to kind of bring that up 
to remind the people that we are not 
special in this body right here. We need 
to be operating under the rule of law 
and be under the same consequences 
that every American is under. 

Let’s talk about ACORN and what 
the bill is that Leader BOEHNER and 
Ranking Member ISSA have introduced. 

We might want to remember that 
last week the House voted about 345–79 
for an amendment to bar the Federal 
funding of ACORN, but we need to go 
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further than that. We need to pass a 
stand-alone bill. And that’s what this 
H.R. 3571 does, the Defund ACORN Act. 

No Federal contract, grant, coopera-
tive, or agreement or any other form of 
agreement may be awarded to or en-
tered into with ACORN. No Federal 
funds may be given to ACORN. No Fed-
eral employee may promote ACORN, 
including some ACORN State chapters, 
organizations with financial stakes in 
ACORN, and organizations that shared 
directors or employees with ACORN. 

And Judge, my friend from Texas, I 
am glad to announce the great Gov-
ernor of the great State of Georgia has 
canceled the contract that the State 
had with ACORN. 

So people are starting to understand 
that when you have an organization 
that not only these videos exposed, but 
even the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform found ACORN had 
committed a list of offenses: voter 
fraud, tax evasion, obstruction of jus-
tice, aiding and abetting embezzle-
ment, investment fraud, use of tax-
payer funding for partisan political ac-
tivity, Department of Labor violations. 

You know, ACORN should not be al-
lowed to get off with just an internal 
audit. They need to be looked at much 
deeper than that. An internal audit for 
ACORN is the same as asking Sec-
retary Geithner to investigate Chair-
man RANGEL. So we need to go further 
with that. 

ACORN has received hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars. We should be more re-
sponsible to the people of this country, 
the hardworking people of this country 
that pay their taxes that we would 
want to give it away to organizations 
such as this. 

Right now, I’ll be glad to yield to our 
friend from—I’ll yield back the time to 
you, Judge, and then you can yield. 
But thank you for giving me this time. 

Mr. CARTER. I’ll yield time to my 
friend from Iowa (Mr. KING). And I 
guess we’ll talk about ACORN and then 
we’ll shift gears to something else. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Texas and the general 
from Georgia for their leadership on 
these issues. And once a week, at least, 
we see the judge from Texas down here 
laying out the conscience of the Con-
gress. And this ACORN issue is some-
thing that has burned within me for 
several years. 

I looked back through some of the 
RECORDS, and I introduced an amend-
ment to unfund ACORN in 2007. Back 
then, we couldn’t get any traction. And 
as much as has been filled out on the 
case of ACORN, as much as we learned 
about ACORN during the last Presi-
dential election—and I think it was 
very useful because that was a time 
that America started to pay attention, 
Mr. Speaker. And we remember that 
ACORN announced that they had filed 
1.3 million new voter registrations dur-
ing the Presidential election cycle in 
2008. And now they’re advertising that 
people should send them a check and 
help fund their operation to go down 

there and demonstrate against Sheriff 
Judge Arpaio, the tent city, pink un-
derwear Sheriff Arpaio. I think that 
that is a persecution that’s going on. 
But they’re trying to raise money to do 
that. 

And the mailing that they have—and 
it’s an Internet document. They still 
claim that they registered 1.3 million 
new voters. Well, the numbers are clos-
er to 450,000 legitimate voter registra-
tions. And ACORN has admitted to 
over 400,000 false or fraudulent voter 
registrations. Now, one is too many for 
me. And we’ve seen the hue and cry of 
somebody who was in 2000 driving to 
vote in Florida, and perhaps they were 
going to vote for Al Gore, and a mile 
and a half away they went through a 
checkpoint to see if they were sober 
and had a driver’s license, and they 
claimed that to be voter intimidation. 

If one person lost their nerve and 
didn’t want to go through the police 
checkpoint because they were drunk or 
didn’t have a license, that was a voter 
intimidation on the part of the folks 
that were on Al Gore’s side back in the 
year 2000. 

ACORN can produce over 400,000 false 
or fraudulent voter registrations, and 
America can’t get up in arms until we 
see child prostitution promoted in five 
ACORN offices across this city, in Bal-
timore, Washington, D.C., in Brooklyn, 
in San Bernardino, and in San Diego, 
California, and more to come. 

And now they’re under a lawsuit. 
ACORN decides they’re going to go out 
and punish people that have brought 
out the truth if they can and use the 
court to intimidate. 

Now, when ACORN makes a state-
ment that, well, we only produced over 
400,000 false or fraudulent voter reg-
istration forms, never fear, it was all in 
the exercise of trying to get some-
body’s good vote in there, but no bad 
votes came out of that, no fraud came 
from that. Oh, really. 

They’re being investigated. You say 
12 States, then 14 States. Today it 
came out 20 States. 

Today the trial of ACORN started in 
the State of Nevada. ACORN, as an en-
tity, has been indicted by the prosecu-
tion in Nevada, and they have their 
chief organizer in Nevada is testifying 
against ACORN saying, Here’s our 
pamphlet, our policy. We were paying 
commissions and paying a bounty for 
voter registrations. And, additionally, 
it came out in the news that in Troy, 
New York, they have dozens of fraudu-
lent votes that were cast on absentee 
ballot that were promoted by ACORN. 

Now, if there’s anything that chisels 
away and cuts off the underpinnings of 
our Constitution it is fraudulent elec-
tion process. And when the American 
people lose their faith that we have a 
legitimate process, the result of that 
will be, then, nothing holds together. 
You can’t expect the President, the 
United States Senate, the United 
States House, or any system of govern-
ment to be consented to by the people 
if the people don’t believe they’ve con-

sented in a national, legitimate ballot. 
That is the Banana Republic measure. 
And there is no entity in America that 
has been more active or aggressive in 
the history of this country and under-
mining the underpinnings of our Con-
stitution than ACORN, a criminal en-
terprise and an entity in and of itself 
in many other enterprises than the 
fraudulent votes. 

But I think at that component of 
this, I would yield back to the gen-
tleman from Texas. I have a little bit 
more to say about ACORN hopefully a 
little bit later. 

Mr. CARTER. We’ve got a lot of 
things to talk about, but ACORN is 
now all over the front page. The trial 
started in Nevada, and quite frankly, I 
see a very aggressive prosecutor that 
was talking on television today, and 
it’s going to be an interesting case. We 
should all watch it very closely be-
cause wrongdoing is being put before 
the American public, and it’s going to 
be interesting to see how that comes 
out. 

I want to shift gears now because our 
friend Dr. RON PAUL has introduced a 
bill which has been talked about now 
for years, and I think now the Amer-
ican public is starting to say we’d kind 
of like to know something about this. 

We have had, as we talked about be-
fore, more money spent since last sum-
mer supposedly saving the economy 
than just about has been spent in the 
history of the Republic, certainly be-
fore 1930. It clearly surpasses what we 
spent then. It is in the trillions of dol-
lars now. 

The Federal Reserve, this mysterious 
thing that I would bet there is not one 
American in a hundred who can tell 
you even close to what the Federal Re-
serve system even does, where they 
come from, who sets them up. There is 
just very limited knowledge. Unless 
you get to graduate school, you don’t 
even get taught it in universities as to 
what the Federal Reserve does. And yet 
the Federal Reserve, as Congressman 
PAUL points out, is in charge of admin-
istering and keeping track of these bil-
lions and now trillions of dollars of 
money that we are going to have to 
pay back and our children, our grand-
children have to pay back. 

b 2130 

What Congressman PAUL, RON PAUL, 
wants basically is that he would like to 
see an audit of the Federal Reserve so 
that we can know just what these guys 
do. And so I want to throw that out for 
discussion here, and I recognize my 
friend from Georgia. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Well, thank 
you for yielding the time, and I don’t 
know if we’re going to get back to 
ACORN. 

Mr. CARTER. We will. 
Mr. WESTMORELAND. Then I will 

save this for later. Let me just say that 
the Federal Reserve, think about this 
for a minute. Under the TARP pro-
gram, the Federal Reserve got $700 bil-
lion. We gave them $787 billion in the 
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Obama stimulus package. As you men-
tioned, that’s over $1 trillion. Judge, a 
lot of people don’t realize how much $1 
trillion is. If you took $1 trillion and 
converted it into seconds, 1 million 
seconds is 11 days, 1 billion seconds is 
32 years, 1 trillion seconds is 32,000 
years, 32,000 years is 1 trillion seconds. 
And so we’ve given them over $1 tril-
lion, and they don’t want to be audited. 
I think that this is something that I 
hope that Chairman FRANK, I’m assum-
ing this is going through Financial 
Services on a hearing that they’re 
going to have Friday, 290 cosponsors, 
that is enough to pass a piece of legis-
lation here under suspension. 

So I certainly hope that the Speaker 
and the Democratic leadership will 
once again kind of honor her statement 
here: ‘‘We will create the most honest, 
most open and most ethical Congress 
in history’’ by letting us have a vote on 
auditing the Federal Reserve. 

The American public deserves the 
same independent audit accountability 
from the Fed that they expect from 
their local bank. The Feds are going 
out and auditing our local banks every 
day, Judge, putting a lot of them out of 
business, putting them on notice that 
they need to change the way that 
they’re doing business. If they’re going 
to go out and audit our local banks, we 
certainly need to audit them to make 
sure that they’re doing things by the 
rule of law and in a commonsense way 
and in the way that the American peo-
ple expect them to do with their hard- 
earned taxpayer dollars. 

With that, I yield back to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. CARTER. I will yield now to my 
friend from Iowa (Mr. KING.) 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Texas. 

I was thinking about the description 
of what is big money and what is $1 
trillion and how do you put that into a 
concept now. Some of us from the part 
of the country I come from, we think 
in terms of corn. So to put that into 
perspective, the State of Iowa, the lead 
State in corn production, is going to 
have a good crop this year. It’s going 
to have the best average yields that we 
have ever had, probably a few less 
bushels than we have produced though 
in the past, and we are going to raise 
about $10 billion worth of corn, maybe 
a little less than that, but about $10 
billion. 

Now all the corn that Iowa raises, 
just the value of that $10 billion, if we 
do that for 10 years, that’s $100 billion. 
We do that for an entire century, that’s 
$1,000 billion, $1 trillion. So 100 years of 
all the corn we can raise in Iowa is $1 
trillion. A full century of all the corn 
that we can raise in what it’s worth 
today, or what it was worth when I fig-
ured this, the markets have gone down 
a little bit, that is $1 trillion. 

Now to take care of Obama’s deficit 
created by his budget this year, that is 
$9.7 trillion. You can just think, 970 
years of all the corn that Iowa could 
raise committed just to taking care of 

the deficit created by his budget would 
be just about right. And if you want to 
look at the deficit that exists today, 
and you add that to Obama’s budget, 
that’s over $20 trillion between the ex-
isting national debt and the debt cre-
ated by President Obama’s budget. So 
that would be all the corn that Iowa 
could raise at today’s production in 
market values from the birth of Christ 
until today, and you would fall a little 
bit short. That’s how much money the 
United States Government owes as a 
result of this profligate spending that 
is going on. 

And the Federal Reserve component 
of this, I am very happy to see there 
are 290 cosponsors of RON PAUL’s bill, 
H.R. 1207. I am among them, and I’m 
confident that my colleagues on the 
floor are as well. There is a hearing 
coming up on Friday to dig into this. 
That is a step along the way. From my 
standpoint, I would be very happy to 
sign a discharge petition. I don’t think 
that things move very quickly through 
this Congress. When you have the most 
ethical Congress in history, I don’t 
know how that could be defined that 
way, but there’s a lot that doesn’t hap-
pen around here. There’s a lot of delib-
eration that doesn’t take place around 
here, a lot of debate that doesn’t take 
place. 

The rules are written in the Rules 
Committee up there in that tiny little 
old room that doesn’t leave room even 
for our staff to come in. We have to go 
up there and genuflect before the Chair 
of the Rules Committee and ask if we 
can bring an amendment down here to 
debate it on the floor of the House. 
They will say ‘‘yes’’ if they think it 
embarrasses Republicans. That’s the 
only way they will say ‘‘yes.’’ 

The deliberate destruction of the 
greatest debating body in the history 
of the world here in the United States 
Congress has taken place because of 
the rules that have been ripped asunder 
by the Speaker of the House after 221 
years. And the gentleman from Georgia 
has a sign: ‘‘This leadership team will 
create the most honest, most open and 
most ethical Congress in history, 
NANCY PELOSI, November 16, 2006.’’ I 
don’t know how you say that in Geor-
gia, say what? This is the least delib-
erative body it has ever been. 

An open rules process that we had for 
221 years that allowed every Members 
of Congress to force a debate and a vote 
on a subject matter of their choice 
within the appropriations process has 
been utterly suspended since 2007. 

The American people deserve better. 
We deserve, yes, a hearing on H.R. 1207, 
on the Federal Reserve. But we deserve 
also to have open debate and force 
votes so Members have to go on record, 
because the wisdom of America is proc-
essed through 435 congressional dis-
tricts. And we all have our networks 
out there. If that debate is stifled here, 
if amendments are shut off by order of 
the Speaker, then the wisdom of Amer-
ica is shut off by order of the Speaker. 

This country cannot reach the next 
level of its destiny if it denies the wis-

dom of its people, and that is the wis-
dom of its people as processed through 
this Congress is how it was envisioned 
by the Founding Fathers. I yield back 
to gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. CARTER. To finish up this par-
ticular subject, let me just point out 
that I think most people know that the 
Fed has, as one of its things it does, it 
uses interest rates to micromanage our 
economy. It prints money. And the 
more money that it puts out there, the 
less value our dollar has. It has an af-
fect on every part of our lives. 

Now if you have never contracted 
with the Federal Government, back in 
the 1970s, I did a lot of work for people 
who built section 8 housing projects. 
And let me tell you, because you’re 
dealing with large numbers, this is 
what you would hear, you had to be 
looked at and relooked at and relooked 
at, which is the right thing, to make 
sure nobody is doing something wrong. 
When you’re dealing with $8 million or 
$10 million, the government wants to 
look closely at how that money is 
being spent, are the subcontractors 
being paid, and so forth. Now, why do 
they do that? Because they know the 
nature of certain people is such that 
there can be wrongdoing. 

We are talking about trillions of dol-
lars. And we ought to at least know a 
little bit that an audit would tell us 
about what’s going on at the Fed. So 
that’s RON PAUL’s bill. 

I’m going to go to another bill. It’s 
not really a bill, but just a comment. 
We’ve been talking about the Rangel 
rule. I’ve got a new one today. We are 
going to talk about Mr. Geithner again 
because he is back in the news because 
he says he has got this bank, UBS, over 
in Switzerland, to open their secret 
vaults and let him know what’s over 
there. And he is being very magnani-
mous to the people he thinks have been 
hiding funds overseas. He is telling 
them that, I know you. I’ve made a 
successful raid. I know who you are. 
Now if you step up and pay your taxes, 
we’re only going to give a maximum of 
a 20 percent penalty for your failing to 
pay taxes. 

Wait a minute. What about the 
Geithner gesture here? When he talks 
to these people, he owed $17,230, no pen-
alty. He owed another $25,960, no pen-
alty. He used bad child credits. He filed 
additional taxes with interested infra-
structure, he had a faulty retirement 
plan, an improper small business de-
duction, and he was expensing utility 
costs that went for personal use. All 
these things he was doing to no pen-
alty. We call this the fox watching the 
hen house; he says they’ve cheated the 
government. And maybe they have. 

Where I come from, if they cheated 
the government and there’s penalties 
to be assessed, fine. Everybody ought 
to get the penalty. When I’ve been late 
on paying my taxes, and I have, I filed 
not on April 15 before, I filed on August 
15 before, I filed on October 15 before. I 
paid my penalties, and I paid my inter-
est because that’s what you’re sup-
posed to do. I think it is curious that 
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this is the subject of Mr. Geithner’s 
conversation when he has not. He, the 
boss of the IRS, has not been assessed 
any penalties. 

So I throw that out for quick discus-
sion. I think it’s interesting. The 
Geithner rule ought to be zero pen-
alties on taxes paid back on unreported 
income until Mr. Geithner pays his. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. So if the gen-
tleman would yield for just a second. 

Mr. CARTER. I do. 
Mr. WESTMORELAND. Are we going 

to introduce a new legislation called 
the Geithner rule? 

Mr. CARTER. We’re working on it. 
Mr. WESTMORELAND. We’ve got 

the Rangel rule, and I wonder how 
many people have, when they returned 
their money to the IRS and said, I’m 
claiming the Rangel rule, the Geithner 
rule is one that definitely people 
should be concerned about. 

Today in my office I had two of my 
dear friends, I had Coach Mike Pickett 
who came in and coached me in high 
school and another guy that I went to 
school with, Mike Sorrow that Coach 
Pickett coached, and they came in to 
talk to me just about some of the 
issues that we were facing up here. 

One of the things that Coach Pickett 
said was he said, I’m mad as heck. He 
said, they’re cutting my Social Secu-
rity, and they’ve got a plan to cut $500 
billion out of the Medicare, he said, 
and we’ve got people in Congress that 
is not even paying their taxes. And of 
course he was talking about Chairman 
RANGEL. We didn’t bring up Secretary 
Geithner, but I’m sure that would have 
made him double mad. That would 
have made his blood pressure even 
worse to think that the Secretary of 
the Treasury has got this kind of tax 
concerns. 

I go back to this, what Speaker 
PELOSI said, you got to remember that 
the U.S. Senate approved this gen-
tleman, confirmed him to be a member 
of the Cabinet. 

This is the thing, Judge, that the 
American people are tired of. And I had 
one lady tell me the other day at a 
town hall meeting, she said, I’m sick 
and tired of being sick and tired. And I 
think the American people as a whole 
are sick and tired of being sick and 
tired of seeing how people in politics, 
in elected office feel that they’re better 
than the average hardworking Amer-
ican person out there that is paying his 
taxes. 

Now, I’ve had penalties assessed on 
me before. I think that probably most 
Americans have had penalties and in-
terest assessed to them for some reason 
or another. This is unbelievable. In 
fact, we should be above even the least 
bit of doubt of what we’re doing. He 
should have paid the penalties anyway. 
If he had been late, he should have paid 
the penalties and the interest. 

Many people may not know this, that 
when they hear this name on TV, they 
don’t understand that he is the Sec-
retary of the Treasury. He is somebody 
that is over IRS. And with these find-

ings and the fact that he has not been 
able to have to pay some of the pen-
alties and the interests that most 
Americans would have to pay if they 
were delinquent on their taxes, and es-
pecially using your child’s time at an 
overnight camp in three different 
years, surely he was made aware of 
that in 2001, but he did it again in 2004 
and again in 2005. Surely somebody 
from the IRS must have told him in 
that 4-year period that that was not a 
legal deduction or either he didn’t file 
his taxes. 

b 2145 

So, Judge, I appreciate you bringing 
this back up, and I look forward to 
being a cosponsor, as I was with the 
Rangel rule, on the Geithner rule. 

Mr. CARTER. Do you wish to be 
heard on this, Mr. KING? 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Texas. 

I would submit this idea, I would 
rather call it the Geithner corollary 
than the Rangel rule because it gets 
deeper, and when you think about how 
much deeper it gets, it doesn’t quite 
show on this poster. And I’m reaching 
back and dusting off my memory 

But it strikes me that the employ-
ment that Tim Geithner was involved 
in reimbursed him for the taxes that he 
was going to have to pay from income 
tax liability, for the payroll tax, the 
Social Security, Medicare, and Med-
icaid taxes, for the several years that 
are listed there. The reports that I 
have read—I believe it will also include 
The Wall Street Journal report—that 
Tim Geithner was written a check by 
his employer to be reimbursed in ad-
vance for the tax liability he would 
incur and signed an agreement mul-
tiple years in a row that he understood 
that he had this tax liability. 

So not only did he not pay the taxes 
until the pressure was on—and they 
waived the penalty which, apparently, 
they pre-applied the Rangel rule with 
Tim Geithner, but he had actually 
profited by not paying his taxes be-
cause he had been reimbursed by his 
employer in advance for the liabilities 
that you see on the poster that Judge 
CARTER has put up. 

So this is a bridge too far from my 
standpoint. If you have a tax liability 
and your employer’s writing you a 
check to pay those taxes, you cash the 
check, put it in your kids’ retirement 
fund—I’m going to presume that’s what 
happened. That’s any equity that we 
don’t spend when we die goes into our 
kids’ retirement fund. And so you prof-
it from this and avoid the taxes; that’s 
a double operation there. 

So I will label that Geithner cor-
ollary to the Rangel rule, and that 
would be if you’re nominated for a high 
position of, let me say, confirmation 
position before the United States Sen-
ate, and you find yourself, you have a 
tax problem, if you are able to settle 
this issue out of court and do so with-
out interest or penalty—he owed $17,230 
in taxes but they waived the penalty, 

so apparently he paid the interest, not 
the penalty, from that language. I 
want to make sure that is clear. 

If you get that all done, and if Amer-
ica’s patience and appetite will believe 
the idea that Tim Geithner is so smart 
that we can’t get along without him re-
gardless of whether he could remember 
to pay his taxes and regardless of 
whether it was an ethical decision or 
not, if we remember America’s appetite 
for that was completely satiated by the 
time Tom Daschle was appointed and 
his tax problem emerged, then America 
said, Enough, I can’t tolerate anymore 
of these appointments by the President 
that will be confirmed by the Senate 
that have people that have been avoid-
ing taxes. 

So now we have the lead tax writer in 
the United States Congress, Chairman 
RANGEL, that has stimulated a bill 
that’s been introduced by Congressman 
CARTER, the Rangel rule, precedent 
that if any taxpayer admits their mis-
take and pays their back taxes, no pen-
alty or interest should be assessed, es-
pecially if you’re up for an appointed 
position to be confirmed by the United 
States Senate, especially if America 
can be convinced that your skills are 
so valuable that out of 306 million peo-
ple there isn’t a single soul that can 
match up to the job that you might do, 
regardless of the problem you might 
have of being paid in advance to pay 
your taxes, cashing the check, putting 
into the equity account for your kids’ 
inheritance, and then along comes the 
old ‘‘uh-oh’’ from Georgia, that is, the 
‘‘I guess I better pay my taxes’’ 
Geithner corollary. 

Mr. CARTER. Reclaiming my time, 
it’s kind of interesting that, back to 
our other subject, talking about hold-
ing the Federal Reserve accountable, 
one of the suggestions was that the 
Secretary of Treasury Tim Geithner be 
able to review the books of the Fed. 
Probably the smartest thing the Fed 
said was, No, I don’t think that’s a 
good idea, and maybe there’s some-
thing to that. That may be the smart-
est thing the Fed has done in a long 
time. 

We have got another issue that’s 
been an issue for many of us, and GREG 
WALDEN and JOHN CULBERSON and 
BRIAN BAIRD have introduced a bill, 
House Res. 554, and they’re asking that 
each bill have 72 hours before you take 
action. And this is not hard for us. We 
know what they’re talking about be-
cause we have seen in this Congress bill 
after bill after bill spending billions 
and billions and billions of dollars that 
we get in the middle of the night to 
vote on the next day. And all they’re 
saying is, let’s do what, when Thomas 
Jefferson wrote the rules of this body, 
still follows. He said they need 3 days 
before voting. That’s in Thomas Jeffer-
son’s rules, which he wrote for this 
House, and they’re basically the same 
rules we follow now, with some changes 
that have been made. 

All they’re asking to do is let’s do 
what Jefferson said we ought to do in 
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this House, and what they did in this 
House for a century, well, let’s do it. 

I yield to Mr. WESTMORELAND. 
Mr. WESTMORELAND. Well, I thank 

you and my congratulations go to Mr. 
BAIRD and to the Chair, Mr. MINNICK, 
for pushing this, along with GREG WAL-
DEN, the gentleman from Oregon, and 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
CULBERSON). 

In full disclosure, my friend from 
Texas and Iowa, in full disclosure, 
when the Republicans were in charge, 
we did the same thing. We rushed 
things through, and Mr. BAIRD, the 
gentleman from Washington, I think 
has had this 72-hour resolution in be-
fore when we were in charge, and so my 
hat’s off to him for continuing to do 
this. I think he now has about 178 sig-
natures. Mr. WALDEN who has a dis-
charge petition has got signatures. We 
need 218. 

So if anyone were watching this, if 
anyone were watching this and if we 
could speak to them from this floor, I 
would say make sure your 
Congressperson has signed this, be-
cause I think this is very important 
that not only the people voting on this 
have 72 hours to look at it but the peo-
ple that it’s going to affect. 

I think sometimes we lose sight in 
this body that when we pass a law, it 
doesn’t just affect the Members in this 
Chamber. It affects all 300 million peo-
ple in this country, and so we need to 
make sure that the people that are 
going to be affected by the legislation 
that we’re passing has an opportunity 
to read it. 

Is everybody going to read it? I doubt 
it very seriously. Are all the Members 
of this body going to read it? I doubt it 
very seriously, but at least they can be 
held accountable and we can be held 
accountable for our votes, and people 
saying, Well, you had 3 days to read it, 
don’t tell me it was something you 
would rush through. They’ve got 3 days 
to read it, and so I commend the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. CULBERSON). 

I commend Mr. WALDEN for trying to 
do the discharge petition, and I think 
we have about five people from the mi-
nority party that has signed that dis-
charge petition, and I want to com-
mend them because that’s a courageous 
act on their part because, as we know 
from being in the majority at one time, 
leadership does not like you signing 
those discharge petitions. 

But this is something that needs to 
be brought to the floor. This is some-
thing that I think the American people 
are entitled to have some account-
ability for from their Members of Con-
gress, and so this goes back to that I’m 
sick and tired of being sick and tired. 

And so we need to do this, and again, 
I hope that this is something that we 
can get the discharge petition through 
or, if not, that Speaker PELOSI would 
just bring this bill to the floor and let 
us vote on it. 

Mr. CARTER. I yield to my friend 
from Iowa. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Texas. 

If this is going to be the most open 
and ethical Congress in history, this 
Congress has got to have an oppor-
tunity to read the bills. This leadership 
team will create the most honest, most 
open and most ethical Congress in his-
tory: NANCY PELOSI, November 16, 2006. 

I will say this: Yes, there were bills 
that were hustled through this Cham-
ber when Republicans were in the ma-
jority, but I have never seen anything 
quite as egregious as the cap-and-trade 
bill that came through this House of 
Representatives. That bill was pre-
sented to the floor of the House, sched-
uled for debate the following day, and 
at 3:09 a.m., a 316-page amendment— 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. A.m., a.m. 
Mr. KING of Iowa. Did I say a.m.? 
Mr. WESTMORELAND. No, you said 

p.m. 
Mr. KING of Iowa. I’m sorry, I meant 

to say 3:09 a.m. I appreciate that cor-
rection. I must have had some kind of 
chronological dyslexia in order to come 
up with such a thing. 

However, 3:09 a.m., 316-page amend-
ment, and I can say with great con-
fidence that no one read the bill. I 
don’t have to ask anybody in this 
Chamber if they read the bill. I know 
no one read the bill. I was here on the 
floor engaging in the debate when Con-
gressman GOHMERT from Texas asked a 
parliamentary inquiry and he said, 
Madam Speaker, is there a copy of the 
enrolled bill in the Well? The answer 
was kind of, maybe, sort of. And we 
looked at the kind of, maybe, sort of 
stack of paper that was there, and 
there was a basic bill of around 1,100 
pages, but the kind of, maybe, sort of 
didn’t include the 316-page amendment. 

And so after a few more inquiries, 
they pointed to another stack of paper-
work, and Congressman GOHMERT went 
down to look at that paperwork, and he 
came back and said, Madam Speaker, 
parliamentary inquiry, that is not even 
the amendment. It was a different 
stack of paper. 

And so after 35 minutes of turning 
this thing around, the most significant 
question was again asked by LOUIE 
GOHMERT of Texas, and there was a lot 
of dialogue going on. JOE BARTON of 
Texas was engaged in this thing; I give 
him that. And anyway LOUIE GOHMERT 
asked the question, after about 35 min-
utes of suspension of the debate on the 
cap-and-trade bill, he said, Madam 
Speaker, parliamentary inquiry: If the 
House of Representatives passes a bill 
that doesn’t exist, is it possible to mes-
sage a bill that doesn’t exist to the 
United States Senate? 

Well, today we know it must be pos-
sible because we passed cap-and-trade, 
a bill that didn’t exist, and it got mes-
saged to the Senate, and I think it 
probably began to exist sometime after 
it was messaged to the Senate. It was 
an appalling thing that the American 
people would have to watch, and Thom-
as Jefferson has to be rolling over two 
or three times. He spoke about a lot of 
things, 72 hours, 3 days to read the bill. 

I also put out a great big pat on the 
back for Congressman BRIAN BAIRD for 

leading on this, as well as GREG WAL-
DEN and JOHN CULBERSON, and I have 
signed the discharge petition and the 
bill, and I’m looking for the rest of the 
signatures on the discharge petition so 
it can come to this floor. That is a 
piece of bipartisanship that this Con-
gress can pass that will leave a legacy 
for a long time to come. 

And if we’re so afraid of the legisla-
tion that might get passed that we 
can’t give anybody an opportunity to 
read it and we wonder why people go to 
TEA parties in America, that’s why. 
They’re really uneasy about what 
they’ve seen: $700 billion in TARP; 
eight large private-sector corporations 
nationalized; along with then a $787 bil-
lion stimulus package rushed through 
Congress—it had to happen right now— 
and sat on the President’s desk for 5 
days before he signed it, and still most 
of it is not spent. 

And with that, they watched cap- 
and-trade move through here in a 
hurry-up, rush job, when not one soul 
in this Congress or across this country 
read the bill before it passed. And then 
they see a hurry-up rush for a national 
health care act that takes away our 
freedom. 

No wonder we have TEA parties. No 
wonder the American people come out. 
It’s just a wonder that they could be so 
peaceful, and we’ve ended up with al-
most no, let me say, almost no violence 
of any kind in all the TEA parties that 
we had. Respectful people that exer-
cised their right to freedom of speech 
and assembly and a right for redress of 
their grievances, and they did so in the 
traditional fashion envisioned by 
Thomas Jefferson himself. 

So many generations have taken 
place since Thomas Jefferson, but his 
wisdom remains, and I certainly sup-
port H. Res. 554. Encourage everyone, 
including the Speaker, to sign that dis-
charge petition. Let’s get that thing 
out here on the floor, do the right 
thing for Democrats and Republicans. 

Mr. CARTER. Reclaiming my time, 
the previous discussion that took a lit-
tle over an hour before we came to the 
floor commending Senator Kennedy 
and his legacy, it seems to me that 
when we’re talking about civility, 
which is one of the things they talk 
about, if we can get back to civility, I 
think the 72-hour rule would have 
something to do with that. 

Very quickly, I want to go to one 
more thing and then I want to come 
back and talk about ACORN. 

We’re the czar champions of the 
world. We have got more czars than the 
Romanovs had in the entire history of 
their dynasty, and our friend STEVE 
SCALISE, who was going to be here to-
night but he got tied up and couldn’t 
come, he’s got a bill to sunset these 
czars. 

b 2200 
A czar is someone who heads a task 

force, a council, is appointed by the 
President without the consent of the 
Senate, is excepted from the competi-
tive service and does not have an exist-
ing removal date. Appropriated funds 
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can’t be used to pay for salaries and ex-
penses of task forces or councils estab-
lished by the President and headed by 
a czar. 

This is what he’s trying to do. He’s 
trying to put a sunset on the czar pol-
icy, because it seems to an awful lot of 
people in this country, the term ‘‘czar’’ 
means absolute power, and they’ve cre-
ated these positions of absolute power 
without any oversight. 

I will start with my friend from 
Georgia. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. I thank my 
friend from Texas for yielding. 

A czar is something that I’ve been 
getting a lot of questions about lately. 
Everywhere I’ve been in Georgia’s 
Third Congressional District, I’m start-
ing to get questions about the czars. 
People are wondering who these 34 or 
35 czars are. We have already had one 
exposed to the extent that he eventu-
ally resigned. 

People are starting to understand 
more and more that these czars are 
being appointed by the President with 
no confirmation by the Senate. And 
they’re beginning to say, hey, how is 
this happening? What’s going on here? 
How long are they going to serve? Do 
they work directly for the President? 
Who are they accountable to? What if 
they have some type of job that’s under 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO or under Geithner, or 
whatever? Who do they report to? 
What’s the deal? They would report di-
rectly to the President. 

And so we need, really, sunshine on 
all the appointments, but especially, as 
the gentleman from Louisiana, H.R. 
3569, at least a sunset on all these 
czars. This is something that the 
American people are very inquisitive 
about. 

I think that because of the number of 
these czars and because of some of the 
really Communist views and really 
ultra left-wing views that some of 
these czars have that are being exposed 
is just bringing more and more atten-
tion to it. And I think the American 
people want some accountability. I’ll 
go back to the statement, they’re sick 
and tired of being sick and tired of 
more government being stacked on. 

We’ve got 10 percent unemployment 
nationwide. We’ve got some areas with 
15, 16, 17, 20 percent unemployment. 
The only jobs that are growing right 
now are in the Federal Government. 
That’s the only thing that’s growing. 

With that, Judge, I hope that any-
body who could be watching might en-
courage their Representative to look at 
H.R. 3569. 

Mr. CARTER. We’re just about to run 
out of time. We had a surprise guest 
come from the back of the room. Would 
you like to tell us about the czars? Did 
we stimulate you? 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
You sure did, Judge. I want to thank 
you for bringing this up. It’s just not 
who these folks are that we don’t 
know; it’s what they step on. I look at 
this as sort of the fourth or the stealth 
branch of government. 

I came here, I know all my colleagues 
here, certainly the freshmen, we came 
knowing that we have a serious respon-
sibility to fulfill on the different com-
mittees of jurisdiction that we’re ap-
pointed to. I bring up just one example, 
the car czar, and what has happened to 
the auto industry in this country. 

As I could tell, I expected when we 
had these issues, that we have a com-
mittee, I believe it’s called Energy and 
Commerce, that would have dealt with 
the issues surrounding that industry. 
And yet everything that has happened 
in the car industry, of firing an execu-
tive from a private organization, to 
taking over ownership of General Mo-
tors, to dictating winners and losers in 
terms of the auto dealerships, all di-
rected under the leadership of a czar. 

Frankly, I know that that’s the re-
sponsibility of Congress. We have a re-
sponsibility to approach that carefully 
and judiciously and make those types 
of decisions. The Constitution provided 
us that authority and that responsi-
bility, and the czars are just stepping 
all over the Constitution. 

Mr. CARTER. Reclaiming my time, 
thank you. We feel real good when we 
can call a colleague out of the dark. 
We’re glad you’re here. We are just 
about to wrap up our time. 

Before we stop, I’m doing something 
different today. We’ve been talking 
about an awful lot. This is probably the 
most we’ve talked about in a single 
hour. As soon as this is over with, as 
soon as I walk across the street to my 
office, if you go to www.house.gov/ 
carter, we’re going to have a live Web-
cast for the next hour-and-a-half where 
you can ask questions and make com-
ments about what we’ve talked about 
here, or anything else that’s bothering 
you or that you’re concerned about, I 
want to have it, so that you can tell 
Congress what you think. I’ve already 
started doing this. I enjoy it. I’ve al-
ready got 300 questions waiting right 
now. I’m going to advertise a little bit 
and welcome people to come to this 
Webcast. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I 
got left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One 
minute. 

Mr. CARTER. Thank you, everybody, 
for participating. It’s most important 
you remember the subject of this con-
versation, and that is the rule of law 
that holds this society together. Never 
forget. We’re all talking about rules 
and laws and how they seem to be 
stretched and violated. We’ve got to 
get back to the rule of law governing 
this Nation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
f 

ISRAEL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. SHOCK) is recognized for half 
the remaining time until midnight. 

Mr. SCHOCK. Thank you, Mr. Speak-
er. 

We come together tonight to talk 
about a very important issue and a 
very important relationship that we 
enjoy with our only true democratic 
ally in the Middle East, the State of 
Israel. 

We’ve seen in the last week this issue 
come to light with the instability in 
that region, with the new facility that 
was just discovered and made public on 
Friday by the United States, Great 
Britain and her allies. This just rein-
forces in the minds of many of us in 
Congress the importance of us remain-
ing steadfast in making sure that the 
State of Iran, that country, does not 
receive a nuclear weapon and that we 
do all that we can to support our ally, 
the State of Israel, and peace in that 
region. 

I was fortunate to be a part of a dele-
gation that traveled to Israel. In fact, 
there were 25 Members who traveled 
the first week of August to Israel on a 
fact-finding trip; 25 Republicans, which 
was the largest delegation of Repub-
licans ever to visit the State of Israel 
at once. The Republican delegation was 
led by our whip, ERIC CANTOR. The fol-
lowing week the Democrats were led by 
Majority Leader STENY HOYER, and my 
understanding was there were over 30 
Democrat Members who went on that 
trip, which is the largest number of 
Democratic Members to travel to 
Israel all at one time. 

If you do the math, that’s over 50 
Members, which is well over 10 percent 
of the Congress traveling to that re-
gion within a 2-week period and I think 
underscores the importance that this 
Congress believes that relationship is 
and the need for us to press for peace 
and the need for us to support our al-
lies. 

I want to take some time to reflect 
on my views of what I learned on that 
trip and some reflections of what I 
learned on that trip. Also here tonight, 
I have one of my good friends and allies 
who has joined me to share his experi-
ences as well. 

I would like to take this time to 
yield to my good friend, Mr. THOMPSON. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. I 
thank my good friend from Illinois for 
yielding and thank him for coordi-
nating this time tonight when we truly 
do talk about our most important ally, 
a friend that we have and a good demo-
cratic friend in a very dangerous part 
of the world in the Jewish State of 
Israel. 

It was a privilege to be able to visit 
the country of Israel and to go with 
other colleagues, to go there with an 
open mind and to be able to sit down 
and to visit and talk face to face with 
the President of Israel, with the Prime 
Minister of Israel, to meet with the 
military, to go into the West Bank and 
sit down with the Prime Minister of 
the Palestinian Authority and to look 
at the defense issues that Israel lives 
with each day and has since the begin-
ning of that democratic nation; to visit 
all the borders on all sides of Israel and 
to look out into, whether it was Jordan 
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